This data article shows the nexus between absorptive capacity (X), innovation ambidexterity (Y1) and sustainable competitive advantage (Y2). There are three nexus points between the constructs, namely the direct nexuses of X to Y1, X to Y2 and the indirect nexus from X to Y2 through Y1. The raw data of 530 selfadministrated questionnaires were obtained from 64 nonvocational private higher education institutions in the Bandung area of West Java, Indonesia. Data analyzing were conducted using SPPS and Smart PLS. The data are useful as the data can be reproduced, reused and reanalysed. This data article also opens up better research opportunities going forward through collaboration with other researchers.
Data description
The questionnaire data consisted of 3 research variables, namely absorptive capacity (AC) as the independent variable (X), innovation ambidexterity (IA) as the first dependent variable (Y1) and sustainable competitive advantage (SCA) as the second dependent variable (Y2). The questionnaire consists of 60 statement indicators that must be answered based on the Likert scale of 1e5 (very disagree to very agree). Variable X consists of 19 indicator items adopted from Ref. [1] ; variable Y1 consists of 9 indicator items adopted from Refs. [2, 3] ; and variable Y2 consists of 32 indicator items adopted from Refs. [4, 5] . Questionnaire data were obtained from Research Data [6] .
This questionnaire belongs to the category of self-administration and therefore it needs to be tested for common method variance [7] . Self-administrated questionnaires can potentially lead to a common method bias. Therefore this questionnaire needs to be checked in order to whether this research is free Specifications Table   Subject Business and International Management Specific subject area Absorptive Capacity, Innovation Ambidexterity, Sustainable Competitive Advantage Type of data Table  Figure  How data were acquired The data were collected using a survey with questionnaires. The data were analyzed using SPSS and Smart PLS. The link of the questionnaire: https://data.mendeley.com/datasets/ z2y8gmxtrb/3#file-e6fb3164-e259-47d1-b4fc-0d0d2c41b2fd Data format Raw Smart PLS data Parameters for data collection
The sample consisted of 530 respondents. The data were collected using a selfadministrated questionnaire from 64 non-vocational private higher education institutions.
Description of data collection
The questionnaire data were collected through a survey. The collection of questionnaires for each non-vocational private higher education institutions was done through 1 key person/ enumerator. The researcher submits the research permission application letter to the nonvocational private higher education institutions with the help of the enumerators. After being allowed to distribute the questionnaire, the researcher discusses with the enumerators how the technical implementation of the questionnaire is distributed.
Researcher offer two types of questionnaires to enumerators. The questionnaire can be distributed offline and online following the policies of each non-vocational private higher education institutions. The researcher entrusted the questionnaire in the form of a hardcopy or a link of a google form to the enumerators to be distributed to respondents. Value of the Data This data article has the potential for the research community to replicate it using different quantitative data software processing. This is in order to be able to compare the results between the software (for example: AMOS, LISREL, Warp PLS, PLS using R, Adenco etc). This data article is expected to open up opportunities for collaboration with other researchers related to future research with the following constructs: absorptive capacity, innovation ambidexterity and sustainable competitive advantage. The Indonesian leaders of the non-vocational private higher education institutions, the LLDIKTI (Indonesian higher education administrator institution) and also the researchers, will get benefits from this data related to increasing the non-vocational private higher education institutions sustainable competitive advantage. This data article is useful because it will become the basis for the interpretation of the next research article publication related to the mediation role of innovation ambidexterity on the effect and prediction of absorptive capacity to sustainable competitive advantage.
from common method bias. The evaluation of common method variance (CMV) using the Harman single factor test has been carried out and the variance value is 38.837%. If the percentage variance is below 50%, then it can be said that the measurement of the research indicators has passed the common method bias. Table 1 states the results of the Harman single factor test for CMV testing using SPSS.
From the results of the descriptive statistics as can be seen in Table 2 , the demographics of the respondents in this research were balanced between men and women. The highest number of educated level was a Master's. Furthermore, the research respondents were dominated by full-time lecturers.
The questionnaire data analyzing were done using the smart PLS protocol according to Ref. [8] . Data analyzing using smart PLS consists of the measurement model evaluation and structural model evaluation. The measurement model calculation can be seen sequentially in Tables 3e5. Smart PLS preparation begins from assessing the measurement model through indicator reliability, internal consistency reliability, convergent validity and discriminant validity [8] . The reliability of the indicator is known by the loading factor value (>0.708), which means that the indicator is reliable. The factor loading in Table 3 for each indicator must be more than 0.708. If the factor loading value is less than 0.708, then it will be removed and not included in the next evaluation process. Only the indicators with loading factor values of 0.708 or more are included in the next evaluation process. From Fig. 1 , it can be seen that there are indicators whose values are the same or more than 0.708. Internal consistency reliability is measured based on composite reliability values (CR) > 0.70, which means that the research variable is reliable. The convergent validity is represented by the value of Average Variance Extracted/AVE (>0.50), which means that the variable can explain more than 50% of the variance of the indicators. The AVE value in Table 4 for each variable must be higher than 0.50.
Furthermore, the discriminant validity uses HeteroTraitMonoTrait (HTMT) values. The HTMT or discriminant validity values in Table 5 for each research variable must be less than 0.90. The HTMT values of the research variables were below 0.90 [9] , which means that the research variables have good discriminant validity.
All of the indicators and variables have passed the measurement model evaluation process and have fulfilled all of the rules of thumb, as can be seen in Fig. 1 . After evaluating the measurement model, it is followed by an evaluation of the structural model consisting the values of inner VIF, path coefficients, specific indirect effect, R 2 and Q 2 [8] . The Fig. 2 and Table 6 show the structural evaluation model in sequence from Table 6 through to 10. The inner VIF structural model for all of the research variables in Table 6 has fulfilled the cut-off in the range of 0.20 up to less than 5, which means that all of the research variables are free from collinearity problems. The number of hypotheses in the structural model consists of 2 direct nexus and one indirect nexus. The direct nexuses are X to Y1 and Y1 to Y2. The indirect nexus is X to Y2 through Y1. Table 7 shows that all of the direct nexus are significant.
In Table 7 , the rule of thumb of the direct effect between the variables shows that the p-value is smaller than 0.05 and the t-statistics value is higher than 1.96 (using a 5% confidence level).
In Table 8 , the rule of thumb for the specific indirect effect between the variables shows that the pvalue is less than 0.05 and the t-statistics value is higher than 1.96 (using a 5% confidence level). Table 8 shows that the indirect nexus is significant. values between 0.5 and 0.75 indicate that the structural model has moderate explanatory power (see Table 9 ). In Table 10 , the rule of thumb shows that the values of Q 2 are higher than zero. All of the Q 2 values are in the range of 0.25e0.5, which means that the structural model has medium predictive relevance. All of the variables have passed the structural model evaluation process and they have fulfilled all of the rules of thumb. The structural model evaluation can be seen in Fig. 2 below. 
Experimental design, materials, and methods
This data article used a quantitative research method approach. The data analysis unit were organisations. The research population consisted of all non-vocational private higher education institution in the area of Bandung, West Java, Indonesia taken from Ref. [10] . The number of samples of this research were the same as the total non-vocational private higher education institutions in the Bandung area, which were 81. The sampling technique used was non-probability sampling, with saturated sampling making all of the members of the population the sample [11] . Each non-vocational private higher education institution had an average of 10 respondents, so the total number of respondents who would filled the questionnaire were 810. The questionnaire data were collected between May 2019 and September 2019. The questionnaire data that were collected and found to be suitable for the analyzing were 530 questionnaires from 64 non-vocational private higher education institutions. The response rate of the data collection was 65.43%. The data collected has fulfilled the minimum requirements of the Smart PLS sample size recommendation, with a range of 8e90 organisations for theoretical models with a significance level of 5% [8] . The data collected were analyzed into SPSS for common method variance in order to evaluate whether the research indicators are free of bias [7] . Descriptive statistics were used to know the respondent's profile. The definition of significance of bold is if the p-value less than 0.05. The definition of significance of bold is if the p-value less than 0.05. The definition of significance of bold is if the p-value less than 0.05. 
